REMARKS 

This ,s a m and timely response ,o fte outst^dmg non-final Office Action 
mailed September 27. 2004. Reconsideration and allowance of the application and 
pending claims are respect&Uy requested. 

I. Specification Objection 

The specification has been objected to for containing various informalities, 
specifically, the Office Action identifies that the specification refers to reference 
numbers 102 and 106 respectively as computer and scanner, which is incorrect in view 
of Figure 1. 

response to the objection, Applicants have amended the specification to 
conec reference numberspn>videdonpage 4. No new matter has been added. 

1, view of the above-described amendments, Applicants respectfitlly submit that 
*e specification is not objectionable, and flterefore respectfiUly re,uests that the 
objection be withdrawn. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 

Claims 1-3, 5-14, and 16-23 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 

. V .1 r'Tasev" US Pat. No. 6,452,695). Applicants 

being anticipated by Casey._et^ ( <-asey, u.s. r 

respectfully traverse this rejection. 

„ is axiomatic that "Wnticipation requires the disclosure in a single prior art 
reference of each clement of the claim under consideration." W. L. Gore & M.ocUues. 
.„c. V. OariocKUc, 721 F.2d 1540. 1554. 220 U.S.P.Q. 303. 3,3 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 
THe^fote, every claimed feature of *e claimed invention must be represented in ttte 
applied .eference to constimte aproper rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 



■ ^*ep.ese„. case, no. ever, feature of the c,a.»ed—n is rep.sen.ea in 

a,. Casey reference. Applicants discuss Appiicants' remaining Cain-s and the Casey 

disclosure in the following. 

^dependent claim 1 provides as follows (emphasis added): 

1. A system for improving the performance of a plurality 
of peripheral devices, comprising: 

, first peripheral device including a first software component 
and having a first flmetionality, and 

a second peripheral device including a second softwar 
component and havtng a second flmetionality, the second pertphera, 
aeviee being coupled to the first penphera, device .UHou,un 
,„urn,eMa,e co.,uU.s Oe^Ue poslUone, a,.n, ,He co..un.c.u.n 
,a,H iet^een .He peHpHeral ^e^, ^ first and second pertphera 
Ivtces together perfotm.ng a third flmetionality in addifion to the first 
and second functtonalities and having a common user tnterface. 
AS is ,dentified,n the foregoing. Applicants tended .ndependentclaimUflom 
.hich each of clatms 3 and 5-11 depend. M view of those amendments, Applic^ts 
respectfltUy snhmit that the r^ection of claims- 1, 3. and 5-1 1 is moot as havtng heen 
^™ against those Claims in their Original form. AppUeants therefore .e,ues. that the 

rejection be withdrawn. 

Regardmg the mentsofthe clatms, Applic-ts note that Casey at least does not 

.^.hout an intermediate computing device positioned along the communieatton path 

.tween the peripheral devices". To the contrary, in every embodiment, Casey 
^chesadedieated-adapterdevicelOO" that is positionedhetween peripheral devtees 
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and that acts as an intermediary for those devices. See, e.g., Casey Figure 1. Casey 
therefore fails to anticipate claims 1,3, and 5-11 for at least this reason. 

in. Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 4 and 15 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Casey in view of the Wireless Networks document . Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection. 

As is identified above in reference to independent claim 1, Casey fails to teach 
explicit limitations of Applicants' claims. In that the Wireless Networks document does 
not remedy the deficiencies of the Casey reference, AppHcants respectfully submit that 
remaining claim 4, which depends from claim 1, is allowable for at least the same 
reasons that claim 1 is allowable over Casey. Applicants therefore request that the 
rejection of claim 4 be withdrawn. 

IV. Canceled Claims 

As is identified above, claims 2 and 12-23 have been canceled from the 
application through this Response without prejudice, waiver, or disclaimer. Applicants 
reserve the right to present these canceled claims, or variants thereof, in continuing 
applications to be filed subsequently. 

V. New Claims 

As identified above, claims 24-42 have been added into the application through 
this Response. Applicants respectfully submit that these new cl£iims describe an 
invention novel and unobvious in view of the prior art of record and, therefore, 
respectfully request that these claims be held to be allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that Applicants' pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present 
application and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion 
of the Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of this matter, 
the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at (770) 933-9500. 



Respectfully submitted. 




I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service as 
first class mail, postage prepaid, in an envelope 
addressed to: Assistant Commissioner for Patents, 
Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450, on 
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